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Ihe Sın of Shınar (Genesı1is 11:4)
Creiughton Marlowe

SUMMARY
wer indicated desire have cCOomMMUNION ith CG0od

Research related the SO-Calle:! JTower of abel Or the g0ods The arrival In Shinar cshows the neople WerTe
In ( ‚enesiIis FG continues debate the EXaCT Nature already migrating and multiplying. Their fear of being
of the SIN described ın 4/ IC caused the | ORD scattered Was the fear of defeat and deportation. The
(ÖO Dunish the neople ith confusion and dispersion. In (jenesis 11 Huillds “ and the history of
This article offers atypical anıswer O his question. Nimrod. ESsSEe Shinarites WerTre Quil of using violence d$S
The attem “make name  N IS reasonably efined had heen the C(Cd5Se ith people Cio8 judged SINCE (jen-
DY the nNarratıve In ıts iımmediate and CONTeXT, noT ESIS The SIN WAdS$ that of building fierce reputation

attacking (God Or avolding migration, hut prıde that (a name”) kKeep from eing scatterecd DYy others ith
led [0 A abuse of W The ullding of ziggurat Or similar plans for cruel

ZUSA  ENFASSUNG oder eınes Jurmes welst auf den Wunsch hin, mMıt (ott
oder den (‚OÖttern (Gemeinschaft en DITZ Ankunft

Für die Forschung über die Turm-von-Babel- der | eute In Cchınear zeigt, dass SIE hereits migrierten
Geschichte In (‚enesIis 14 1: geht die Debatte über die und ich vermehrten. Ihre Furcht VOT Zerstreuung War

eigentliche Natur der un weiter, die In Kapite! 14 eigentlich auf ihre ngs VOT Niederlage und Deportation
beschrieben ird | )iese hat Yahweh veranlasst, die Men- zurückzuführen.
schen durch Verwirrung un Zerstreuung hbestrafen. DITZ CGeschichte In (‚enesis B haut sich auf die rzäh-

\Der vorliegende Artike]l hietet eınen ungewöhnlichen lung In Kapite! und der Nimrod-Geschi
beitrag ZU dieser Diskussion. Der Versuch der Men- auf. DITS | eute Vo CcAnınear wurden der Gewaltanwen-
schen, ich selhst eınen Namen Z machen ( 1 / 4) ird dung schuldig, wWwIıE bereits die Menschen, die se1ıt den
durch lie Erzählung In ihrem unmittelbaren KOontext und Ereignissen In (jenesis unter (‚ottes CGiericht gefallen

Ihre un estand darin, dalß SIE siıch den Ruffauch len welteren alttestamentlichen Zusammenhang
ogisch erläutert. Dabe!: gıng 5 nıcht eınen Angriff der Gewalttätigkeit zugelegt hatten „eınen Namen
auf (sott oder Zentralisierung, sondern Stolz, der niıcht VOo Jjenen zerstreut werden, die annlıche Pläne

Machtmissbrauch führte Der Bau eIner „Ziggurat” eıner STaAaUSarNCN Ubernahme e  en

RESUMF DOUVOIr. Pa construction d’une ziıggourat manitfestait
desir d’obtenir Ia COMMUNION dAVEC Jeu dVEC les

ans le cadre de 1a recherche SUur le recıt de Ia (OUur de dieux. L/ arrıvee hinear Ontre UJUC les SEeTIS etalent
abel (Gin 11.1-9), continue debattre de Ia nature deJjä traın de migrer ET de S multiplier. 3 craınte de
ExaCcte Au peche mentlionne verset et qU! conduit Ia dispersion s’explique MmM UNe craminte de efaite et
Yahve a chätier 1Ees SCS seMmManıtTt Ia confusion el les de deportation. L’histoire de (‚enese 4: 7 prolonge celle
dispersant SUr Ia rr auteur VTODOSE IC UNeEe reponse de Nimrod 3-1 L es habitants de hinear ren-

originale cette question. L3a tentatıve de faire un NO daient coupables de violence, [OUT [1M 1es gEeNS QqUI
peut comprendre Onction du recit, de SOM Oont Ssubh! e Jugement de 1eu depuis lE Chapitre | eur
Iımmediat et de ’ensemble de ’Ancien Testament ] neche consistaıt Hätir Un  (D reputation feroce («
s’agit Dds d’une opposition LDieu N d  S  un refus de la 110 } DOUT eviter (/’ätre disperses Dar d’autres de
migration, Maıls de ’orgueil qu! conduit abus de semblabhles rojets de cConquete.
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Introduction oppression agaınst humanıty. he problem W AS

Ihıs artıcle W AS sparked by Harland’s obser- Hirst and foremost horiızontal (whıch 15 inevıtably
vertical). CI COUTSC warfare aınd enslavement ofvatıon that, *1 he ACCOUNLT ot the buldıng of the

ower of Babel in Gen. V1 PFESCHLTS AI enıgma. In others Yad become the FOcus of the people wh:
1ad already abandoned ALLY rel1g10101s Instruct1onsCONLFrAaSTt the other StOrı1es of the primeval hıs-

COFrV the SIN whıch the people cCOMMIt 15 NOLTL made they LLLAYy have 1ad about the sinfulness of such
” Harland dıscusses the dıfferent behaviour.explıicıt.

tradıtional VIEWS: 1) the Christian interpretation Ihe ıdea that (Grenesıis 1i places the St0['y AT A
time when and only language W US In EX1ISE-that the SIN W AS that of human pride tryıng C116 globally wıll also be questioned.” hetake trom God and the ewısh explana-

t10N that the SIN W AS ftaılure comply wıth G0d’s of thıs artıcle 15 primarıly cshow that the CUHTGNLT
and COINMON 1eW still leaves important quest10nsmandate after the Flood (Genesı1s 924} E3 dısperse

and f111 the earth. Whart tollows ll challenge the unanswered NOLT answered satısfactoriıly. SCC-

ondary goal 15 make modest proposal for Alpopular understandıng of the SIN commıtted DV alternatıve understandıng: the SIN of Genes1is 11:4the builders of the lower of Babel rel1g10U0s that led GO0od’s dıspersion of these people W dSrebellion, 16 dısregard for the command g1ven ın
101 rel1g10U0s ut ruthless: A preoccupatıon wıthGenesıis populate the earth and/or pride An milıtary mıght and violence. Ihe 1eW that the SINself-sufficıency that led the Shıinarıtes “StOorm the
W 4S somethıng other than (JE than rel1g1011s 15heavens” and rıval God DYy erecting A S!

tall 4A5 threaten God a(8)8 orıg1inal, ut hope ad fuel LO the ire
of the debate and reawaken 1t and demonstrateAccording Chrysostom the people who
SOMIC weaknesses of the tradıtional 16 W 4A5 ell AS5migrated from the Acft ftound Babylon WEIC strengths of thıs proposal.° Ihe ArgumenNt of thısmotıivated DYy ambıtion and pride. He S AW thıs artıcle 15 that prideful desıre ftor world COHqUCSCTCXT AS warnıng those who seeck taıme through 15 the evıl that God Judges, NOTLT pride that trıedbulldıng MANSIONS for themselves. Augustine reject resIist God PCI > the WAaSs torinterpreted thıs pride 1ın Lermıs of defiance of

3 Dionysius sa1d they WEeEIC o1ants, whose milıtary NOLT rel1210Us (although ıronıcally
ıf IT WAS A temple rıval OTr replace God, Or CHSALCworried God, whı; seekıng salvatıon by In ıdolatry 4A5 SOTIIC claım IC Genes1is Rabbah|,human means.* None Ö these suggest10nNs SCCI11S then that 15 SC1NSC would be 288 ırrel12100sfind connection between the SIN of Shınar and DV definıtion, 1E INECN makıng themselves dıvıne,G0d’s command 111 the earth, 45 15 10W A rel1g10Us veL A false rel1g10Us act1vıty).’ Whoeverular. Augustine be the fountaınhead of these people WEIC  „ they could be held accountablethe ıdea that the transgression W JUaS essentially rel1- tor violent behaviour. ®&1008 1n terms of dırect aggression agaınst G0d’s

rule. IThe assumptıon that these people defed GOod
INAaV be log1cal ut IT 1S neıther the only possıble One anguage and travel 1TOom the ast
HC 1L1LOT the probable. Ihe LEXT cshows them (11:1-2)
behavıng ungodly ut NOL necessarily antı-godly. Chapter 11 DEZINS wıth the Statement, NOT that

We wıth Skınner, “the ıdea of stormıng the entire global world had T language only, 1818heaven and makıng W aArlr OI1 the xods, which 15 SUS- that Aall entire specıfic reg10n (Zthe and‘ SOT1I1C-
gested by SOMIC ate torms ofthe legend (cf Homer, how CANMLIC ave c  OoOne LONZUC and COINMON
UOdyssee 11.3151) 15 110 doubt foreign the DaS- vocabulary”.” kven the mention of trıbes MOVIN
Sa and wıth VO  — Rad. * har INECN wanted UL ACTOSS yanıt >  S should be viewed 4A55 only the

heaven, S dwellıng place (ef: however, eXpansıon of VAarıo0us people STOUDS AS delimıted
Isa 14.13), 1$ NOT Saic * Man’s self-exaltation 1$ DV chapter A | large reg10n of the Cartin. veL NOT
checked DYy God. A Skınner NOTCS 229) ut the the entire earth. Thıs would that already A
1SSUE 1S what kınd ofprideful PULDOSC W 4S ınvolved. number of languages ın uUSc Ihe author could
Isa1ah 14:13 1S about al Assyrıan kıng"s ambıtıion only speak of hıs known world and NOL the globalbe deified and SIt AMONS the dıvıne councıl OI earth of INanYy soclıletlies wıth vC ancıent
the sacred mountaın t0p (whıch 1S another setting know OdaY. Hamlılton’s ArSUMECNT, based ON
than the zıggurat). We &> that pride in Gen- Gordon, that the unıque wordıng of 11 FELICATIS
es1ISs 11 WAS exhıbıted through violence and Iıngua franca 1S the EeSst explanatiıon.““
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The SIN of Shinar

What 15 MOSLT ımportant here 15 the MentıoOon of the tor “E1/Nneaven CII “Heavens/sky- depend-
people travellıng “trom” the ast Some transla- Ing OI1 TI XT: Pre-scientific theologians thought
t10NS SAaV . Da  to the a ut the preposıition used, 1ın terms oft something lıke nıne mıiıles high.*“ Fırst
mın, 15 normally “trom”. If thıs 15 COFTFECL, the STOFY of ll the ancıents had 110 such technıcal abılıty and
15 placed äl e pomnt ın time far enough p.lSt the neıither O€s C today. The ancıents equated
early mM!  Her of Noah’s such that people Heaven wıth heights ıke mountaın LOPS, 101
have travelled eastward and then back agaln. hıs place beyond dıstant galaxıes do today.)
15 hıghly sıgnıfıcant because 1T suggcsts (T estab- Second, scholarly CONSCI1ISULLS 1S that thıs wer W 1S

ıshes lapse of t1ime that would lıkely be what know AS zg ourat, and these Dpyramıds
long enough for VAr10us dıalects ıf 101 languages WCIC CH erected LO dızzyıng heights. Furthermore,

have developed. Since Shınar 1S DYy scholarly the of A zıg gurat W 45 101 only reach the
CONSCNSUS 4A11 ATCI ın Mesopotamıa, MOVINg there gods ut provıde A e atew;1y tor A god [O COMNIC

trom the kast would 111CU11 that people STOLDS CLE down the people: “ So the zıggurat interpreta-
alreadv AL least AS far Asf AS what ın ancıent times t10N precludes ALLY Ca that bulldıng thıs CrW AS

became Pers1ia. ut ıf D7P “eagrstwar 2 A superhuman cCONstruction of SUPCL skyscraper
st1ll QV the problem that multıple Janguages and SOTIIC nd of attempt “sStorm eaven” and

AF already mentioned ın chapter If 114144 15 r1val res1ist God
about time when only language W AS 1n SE Yet ıf thıs W AS 10L A zıggurat, what W aAS

(at least in thıs regıo0n the world) then chrono- 1t» he only other ancıent would A1SSOC1-
log1cally the STOFV has be placed between 90:78 ATG wıth the buldıng of A CIty would be A watch
and Some would SaV 1T coincıdes wıth 10:25: sıegE and the latter 2S een suggested
which speaks of the tıme when the land/earth W 15 by early Jewısh CXCDELES! wh. dıd 101 conclude
dıyvıded. The problem 15 that VAarlıoOus Janguages AA that thıs PaASSALC ındıcates SOTIIC kınd of treachery
already ın existence ın S So ALLY dıvısıon agamst God V1a A tremendously tall whiıich
Into multıple could NOLT be what 15 111C11- modern readers somehow thınk 1S obvıous. SUS-
tioned 1n 25 g€St that SE eecn condıtioned thınk thıs

WUV, S: SCC ın the DASSASC what CXPCCL,
whıich 15 much than 1t actually SayS., Althoughplan buıld Great Cıty wıth greedy the and the NIV both USC phrases that

PULPDOSC (1 speak of thıs reachıng heaven KTV) OT the
Ihıs EevenTt took place A SOMIC pomnt after brick- heavens (N]! thıs erb 1n fact 15 NOLT Part of the
makıng technology W as berfeeted. hıs would Hebrew text 16 Ihıs interpretation 15
S11 } time when LLIOITIC than jale lan- ın that ir ZOCS agaınst both the and the

Was in UusSCc ON the carth, although NOT 11ICCCS- of A zıg gurat. house tor the gods W as

sarıly 1ın A partıcular Provınce. Regardless, 10W placed ON t0p of these pyramıds Pr OMOLC CO11-

>  CL the Cart of the Mattier Verses 3- conclude LACT wıth them N of them, and such ONnNLaCc
the openıng per1cope regardıng the Shinarıtes an W asSs intended tor cCcCOomMmMUNION wıth the deıty, NOT
HE1 4A5 fulerum for MOVvINg the second and for confrontatıiıon. wıth A heavenward t0p
final per1cope about God and 11S rCSPONSC., Here 15 therefore be understood 4A5 describing the PDUL-
the focus 15 OM the mMotıives of these people. Ihe DOSC f the OWer AS5 rel1g10Us.
LOWEer 15 A mınor element 1ın the STOTY. They plan If the W 45 101 zıggurat then It had A

build A CItV wıth A5which W dS5 normal tor miılıtary (offensıve defens1ve) and had
that per10d of hIStOrY. If fOcus ON the PCI nothıng C[O do wıthd the gods. So either WUaYV
> M1SS that fact that the intention W 45 buuld (for worshıp JI War) the tradıtional interpretation
A C1ty and A reputation intımıdatıng of A ridiculousiy hıgh owWwer Opposing God faıls
that thev would be sate trom attack (whıch could he explanatıon of thıs AS watch s1egE
ead defeat and dispersion). ” 15 hard p  d ut Carl fırstly that

TIhe eXpression c and Its head ın the the term (>) 15 ften used of watch in
heavens” O€es 101 necessarıly thevy planned the (although ItSs USC in Genes1is 11

make the hıgh 1T would reach the favour the zıggurat) and secondly that the (OMNCGETIIN
clouds (although clouds might form thıs low), wıth CIty and A LO detend agalnst depor-
much less the GOod It INaYy only be A WaY of 4At10nN 15 CONsIıstent wıth A miulıtary motıve tor the
Sayıng ‘t:lll” Ihe [ETImMm “heavens” D”W) 15 used ın LOWEeTr.
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( REIGHTON MARLOWE

he 15S51L1IC eCrTrE 15 the people’s desıre (Or PIC Persian?) people would 101 necessarıly
make Ma for themselves “ Ehat build A know about words 111 Genes1is Ü’hat 15

Hherce rCcDUTAaCION. Ihıs second ‘.1$P€Ct of the buuld- onlv the Ca ıf WC ASSULILIE theyv close 111 U1
Noah’s that the command WAS st 11l freshINS OSTAMUNC 15 whart 1ı15 dırectly connected

theır c  sSo that WC 111 101 be captured and and being taught ut they ALC lıyvıng AT LimMeEe
9carrıed AWAY i other lIands”. he plan W JS firstlv when CHNCMYV NALIONS could plunder them they

build CICV wıth central pyramıd tor the gods lıkely have 10 knowledge ot the Lord (F 11S 385

(tO dıvıne help) and secondly LO buıld A rCD- mands nd ıf they do there st111 15 nothıng that
makes solıd cCon  10N between theır L10NSULAatiOn StroNg enough deter would be attackers

SC that the Shinarıtes could hopefully 1vo1d being 111 144 aınd the dıvıne command 111 Genes1is
conquered aınd enslaved Perhaps thıs ınvolved leg- he only possıble CONNECLION textually that whıle
iıslatıon CT the 1mp031t10n of A lıngua anca Der- global” M1gratkicnNn 11 iındıcates
haps thevy had torced the people 111 the A1CAa they A desıire 1VO1d being scattered 19 Ihe quest10n
h1ad subdued (Shınar) adopt theır language 111 then becomes OT what WEIC they afraıd? he
place Oof theır 3alIVe LONCUEC Such HICAHSTHTIES WCIC of 11 15 10L that Of } resolution defy God he
and ATK, typıcal when A 1LICW kıngdom 15 establıshed Shınarıtes A RMa talkıne God ( J_ respondıng
he reader MUST wonder whı the Shınarıtes teared anythıng about Hım 111 V Ihey AL havıng
mıght invade and enslave them hıs realıty SUS dıscussıon about why they need build CICV,

A 1 hıstory when A number of NALIONS Cıty buldıng had NOL been dıvınely torbıdden
exısted 4A5 AI which ımplıes the ECXYISFIENCTE Duldıng CICV 15 110 proof of plan bypass
OT AL least several| dıialects ıf 71OT Janguages he the [GXT OT Genesı1ıs 11 SAaVS SO tar 15 that
tradıtional 15 concerned wıth thıs obser- people MOVINS about the Miıddle ıST and
VatLıon because 1L usuallv understands the tear of INCICASINS theır populatıon the DO1NLT that when
dıspersion AS5 A tear that God would Catier the they dıscovered A suntable place they settled down
Shıinarıtes 111 lıght of hıs plan and command and SECT about bulldıng A CICY wıth A
Noah and hıs AS stated 111 Genes1is 2VE lıkelv ZIe iIrat tor NOT conflict wıth gods

(T GOodchildren and the earth YNM)! (Although AYaulN
1T could be argued that earth” 15 a(01]1 necessarıly Another 1S5SS5SLIC that CN Often overlooked 15 that
the globe 4S understand 1T ut 4A5 Noah would slaves would VE been needed buuld thıs
have understood 1T the land AT of whıich he CICY%, especıially the kınd of the tradıtional
W 4S AL Nothıing 111 the FGXT from 11 1CW hıs indıcates that the people wh.
clarıhes that these settlers WCIC orrıed about God MOoved Shınar trom the CAast NMNUST AVE enslaved
makıng them perpetu travellers and/or P‘.ll‘€l]t$ people along, the WAY cConquered A already
In fact the [EXT taken A TaCce value SaVS that they CXISUNG cıyılızatıon 111 Shınar ubON arrıval DOS-
AUE travelled trom the aSst gCL Shınar And sSıbly 4A5 W 4S by destroyıng Al x  T-
thıs logıcally ımplıes that theır ANCESTOFS Pot had CILY and rebunldıng 1L Ihe prıde and of

travel eastward before they could travel back ] 1 then 15 NOL Maftter of I‘C]CCtlllg the LORD
westward They AVEC be sı7zable COMMUNICY 115 of ruthless milıtary A  TCSS1ON Relıgion
111 order Dbuld A CILY thev had 110 Compul- dependence ON theır gods OT chıef War de1ity would
S1O1715 about bearıng chıldren Nothıing suggests AaVeE been part Of thıs AS the bulldıng of } Z1E
they OPPOSINS God’s ıdeal of fıllıng the earth cshows Spirıtual S1111 play ere
CXCCDEL the 'JSSLIITIPUOH that they WEeIC AWAaTC of only 111 that they worshıpped talse gods ut the
Genes1is and WEITIC resolved dısobey. kven ı LEXE 111 VETrSCS hıghlıghts that the problem Nat
they WEIC NOT from the 6AsST ut had travelled CASL- entreated the LORD  2  S wrath W 4dS the Shinarıtes
ward and WCIC COZNISANT of the command fill attıtudes and AD OT buldıng reputanonthe lands wıth people the vVC fact they aU® (”name ’ ); of which the bulldıng of A C1CV W aSs
arrıved 111 Shınar ag JourneV’s end evidence of 11C example NOLT the buldıng PCI 1 why and
followıng that order Certamly people had settle how thev built 1T Theır Naln W adsSs LO ouardsomewhere AT SUOTINC LimMe and the fact that these AYaNST being scattered (4b) and G0d’s verbal
people finally SCL desirable place 15 110 LTCAason ICSPONSC (6a) iınvolved C((MICETFTN about them

Sa y that they settled down LL of Al evıl MOLIVE being 11C people wıth the SAaMNıC language” Ihe
dısobey God LORD W asSs angered DYy how the Shınarıtes 1ad been
Furthermore these apparently Mesopotamıan and WTG plannıng UuSsSCcC theır unıfned Al
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The SIN inar

thıs pomnts problem related gratultous aınd exıisted al thıs time, whether OLr reg10n of
the earth” (r “rhe entıire earth” 15 1ın VICW 1in VGESCaSSrESSIVE milıtary miıght. Ihıs 1e6W fits wıth what

had been the princıple SIN of mankınd throughout L and whether OLr NOLT the 15 A rel1g10U0s
the carlv chapters of Genesi1s. Sıblıng r valry led milıtary ONC, UNnIty and the and PI‘OSPCCIS It
murder ın the rst famıly (4 1-8) he Flood W AS Drings W AS both the 0al of these people (verse

judge A world 0)8 reg10Nn “Alled wıth VIO- and what concerned the LORD And whatever
lence” (6 15) H  a1S descendants WEIC destined the SIN of Shınar W asSs and 111 be established
become slaves of the descendants of hıs brothers ON grounds independent of these dec1s10ns. How
(9:2827/). Nımrod, the ftounder of the earhest SCL- understand Grenesiıs 15 15 crucıal, because IT
tiements that became Babylon and Akkad among explaıns why God 15 S angered ın VETITSES - Also
other cıt1es) ın Shınar W AS A “mighty what 15 emphasızed ıIn GLE INAaYV be the clue
Warrıor in the land YANa| (10:8 ınd c mıghty understandıng
hunter betore the LORD  29 Even (MLIIC Lra- he mentionıng of “one lıp  29 (MMN 50) ın 1 1>3
dıtıonal interpreters of Grenes1is 11 AVEC taken thıs 1ın CONLTLrFrAaST multıple an in 10:31,
phrase 1n ICa “hunter of LLIGCH» 20 PreC and the mentionıng of Babel 1n F7 and Shınar in
sumably ın lıght of 10:8 whiıch describes Nımrod I1 1n COMNLTASE Babylon and Shınar ın EO: L0:
AS5 arrıo0r. Regardless, he WAS arrıor and 15 AVE raısed CONLFOVECISV ( the chronological
credıted wıth actıvıtıes leadıng the establısh- relatiıonshıp between these chapters and VCr the
MENT of CIties known for theır CONQUCSLS and CIUWU- possıble lıterary placement f the “one language”
elty ell archıitectural accomplıshments. and “one people” ıIn chapter 11 atter the terr1-

Interestingly only the DNAaTTatOor Ment1OnNs torıes, nNatı1Oons, clans and ın chapter
85 138 God AS5 the LORD (XHWH) It 15 101 clear There 15 10 chronologiıcal problem question ıf
ıf these people worshıpped the +ORD AS God A the proposal made ın thıs artıcle 15 GE Chap-
god > 1t OC€es 30OT fit wıth what know about ter 11 tocuses 0)8!| e example 1ın hıch A partıcu-
the earlhest Sumer1ans OT Babylonians. Most lar people (perhaps led DY Nımrod ın the earhest
scholars CONNECECT these ciıvılızatıons thıs St01'y.‚ settlement of Babylon) subjugated A reg10N ıN!
CXCCP[' lıteralısts who place the STOrY VC entorced lıngulstic and polıtıcal unıty wıth wıcked
after the iınıtıal mıgration of Noah’s 5 before and desıre tor n prestige and PrOS-

1CW language could develop and before per1tYy. I hıs explaıns how c  1T be)) (&
zıg gurats TSst appeared, makıng the relatiıonshıp ın 134} that thıs land had HIC Janguage AL SOTLIC

9: ] reasonable, and makıng the 4A11 unbe- pomt in the multıplyıng and M1grations of cChap-
KGr Otherwise, the tradıtıional TE that K IAlıevably hıgh CEHreE in order defy God and

demonstrate theır self suffic1encYy.) Nımrod 15 4A55 speaks of A time before W Janguages developedc1ated wıth the LORD 1n but the meanıng 15 1$ hard pressed explaın why the Tlower Story tol-
unclear. Ihe author reCOSNIZES the LORD'’S knowl- OWS the spread of natıons and Janguages and
edge ofNımrod ut whether CT NOT Nımrod knew posıtıon 1T between chapters and If only 11C
of the ORD 15 uncertaıiın.} He W 4S A descendant language exy1ısted 1n the world in I:E the STOFVof Ham 6_8 42 whose descendants WCIC cursed (it wıth Nımrod and the foundıng of Baby-be slaves he 15 NOLT Dart of the lıne lon ın Sal 0)8 wıth Peleg, (375 and the dıvıdıngof people leadıng those chosen and blessed by of the earth ın 10:25: SINCE multıple ATC
God Shem), hıch would iındıcate he W 45 lıkely ın UuSsSsc hat chapter 10 speaks of “"tongues” ıIN
AL odds wıth the LORD Whart 15 clear 15 that he 11 of “one lıp  29 and “chared words” (dialects?) 15

wartare.
15 assoc1ated wıth settlements in Shınar and wıth est taken A 5SyHÖNYINOUS WaVYS SpeA of lan-

> ut perhaps IT indıcates that the author of
Those who hold the zıggurat 1e6W of the the lower StOrvV had something unusual in mınd.

LOWEeTr and st1ll Sa y the SIN W 2A5 rel1g10U0s 1n MAaiiTreEe Agaln, the word tor *dıyıded” in 1$ NOT
AVe the burden of proof cshow how STIrUCIUre the SAaI11C AS that tor the dıspersion (Y15) ın 11
intended APPCASC the gods 15 evidence of sinful 16 what 10:25 1S referring 15 MVSTEIY, urt f we
pride he problem clearly NOT be the dıd equate 1t wıth the buulders of the CIty 1ın Shınar

ut the mMotive of bulldıng A CItYy SO that the (as holdıng the tradıtıon 16 W of 118 do),inhabitants could be CGCEUTE from external threat. the understandıng of 11:I 4S 1ımıted the time of
They ATC NOLT tryıng avOo1d mıgration UL subjuga- the orıgınal ıumMan language 15 (ıronıcally) weak-
t10n. Whether (1 NOT only yale (31T everal languages ened. I hat violence W 4S AT the heart of the Shına-

EJT AT
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quest tor A Wa and defensive POSt'LII'C better seck harmon17e the P[GXE wıth “were buldıng
explaıns the LORD ANSCI and ANXICLY expressed although the erb used OC€Ss SaV that) sOolu-

15 translate the erb 111 4A5 “had built117 the half Of the STOTCV (verses
| SO Far They MaYy ANE built the OWer irst A

pr10nty. Verse SAaVS that they stopped bulldıng theThe LORD OP1INMONDN of these plans (11 5 - CltY u 1L OCSs NOLT on the ower although
the OoOWer could aVEe been included AS the centra|l

15 the reter-Ihe NMNOSLT sıgnıfıcant feature of verse 5 feature of the CICY, 4A5 understood Dy ANCIENT read-
CI God COMINS down Ihıs ı CONSISTENT wıth G1 It INAY be also that indıcates CONLIN-
what WC know about the function OT the ued buldıng beyond the rst phase of A CILY wıth A
AS A of CORTACT between people and theır LOWEer Ihıs could be Al indıcatıon that the people
princıple deıtYy. It Wadas tor them C[O UPp LO WEIC eXCcess1ively consumed wıth greecdiuly and
MC Hım ut tor Hım aV - place dwell mercılessly advancıng theır kıngdom AL al
111 yet above theır C1ty and poss1ıbly descend the (although the megalomanı1acs suggest)

TEL wıth them OT tor PrFICSTS ascend whıch would explain G0od’s grie CT theır
Hım Yet the eNTre atmosphere and attıtude W 4S ACTY and hıs SWITT punıshment
Tn of COILNMMNUNLO From the nı  or PDO1NT of Still what they 1ad begun do that bothered
1CW the LORD 15 the OC and only Irmuıe GOod the LORD N sınful W dS5 NOT the 171  I: PrOJeCLonly He could respond what people do whether PCI he problem be related the Natur
they know Hıs 1a OTr NOT Thıs ındıcates of the UNILY created whıch W AS drıven by evıl
Hıs GCOMNLEFTD wıth the Clty and ut nothing and enabled DYy havıng A CICV. especially
NC g;lthC 15 yeL revealed hart OMI1CS 111 the ut 10 necessarıly ıf the W AS milıtarv HIC

he CICYV W AS too| morally neutral 1ıke Al
In the COMCECTIN chıfts trom the Clty' aınd ur capable of being used wıth evıl 1t these

OoOWer the real problem these people’s UNILY, people ME 10L stopped they 111 apparently CON-
both polıtıcal and philological along wıth theır 1NUE abuse theır privlege Of havıng unıfled
methods An Giod’s FCSPONSC and solu- populatıon ut the d thıng here 15 that 15

111 CTE 15 also aımed ATr theır IInNgUIStIC normally somethıng 111 the Bıble and the
So thıs 15 the key, Something about theır CYCS of the LORD Linguistic unı ty 15 somethıngand potentia] 111 eONCeEerTT wıth theır psychology would typically WASK- A blessing, because CXDC-alarmed the LORD enough that he needed StOp CC lıngulstic barrıers 4S troublesome tor the
them (6 Interestingly thıs erlrn A STATLTEMICNT COMMUNICALION of the Bıble 5 00d News Here
about the TAC. Janguage found 111 11 makes 1A8 however lınguistic and socletal 15 sınful SOnlv of the TSt element (1 IB T lıp 0 E and 10 the LORD confuses theır COMMUNICALION (verse /°of the second (41 1 5: “unified words”). Jacques Ellul regardıng thıs phenomenon ofWhat ı15 ambıgu0us VveL vıital tor understandıng 1SCOMMUNICALION when people speak thethıs LEXT 15 the STATEMENT “and thıs begın dO)) SAaINC languagehe VCTITS10O115 translate thıs 4S and thıs they ANTE

humanıty capable of COMMUNICALLN: has 111 1CSbegun do” 9 XX} “tThıs 15 only the
beginnıng of what they 111 do” (e N ut DOSSCSS101 the terrıble WCaDON of ICS WI1

death 1L 15 capable of CrCalıng truththe quest10n the translatıons do NOT 4ANSWCT (seek-
ın  s be LNOTC ıteral than mterpret1ve 111 such belıeved Dy al independent of God By the

confusıon of DYy ONCOMMUNIC  10NC ASCS the dynamıc equıvalent 1ıke NIV) GoOod keeps trom formıng A truth valıd torwhat “-hıs What 15 1T exactly that these people
A begun do that UpSCIS the LORD? Ihe CI1ICV all C Hencetorth truth 111 only be
and er SE almost finıshed. hıs 15 based 0)8! partıal and contested
11 O hıch God down K, the CILV Ihe CXDICSS1ON “let’s down” (/a)) 15 PUNn
and [OWEeTr these people “had bult” (3 Iıkewise MEANLT ridiıcule the people wh. had saıd “ Tet’s

(WKOÖOLWNOXV), although SOTILIC VEIS10115 NS bulld” (493) God 11111CS theır words If ÖL C
“were buldıng” (e N Yet there 115 al UDD, wıll down hıs UuSCc of “let
ent contradıction 111 whıch SaVyS that the when God 15 speakıng brings mınd (
LORD iInterventiıon led A halt 111 the CONSITULC- ıke { 111 Genes1is 5 D Uuls make

of the C1CV (whıch 15 why SOMNC translatıons 111 : W Ihe US has been interpreted
EIT.
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4A5 God and the angels A the Trmity. ut the ıf AL CHCINY Natıon W AS the direct CALULSC of theır
siımılar ın Gienes1s 11 iındıcates that such Al scatterıng. he word “scattered” OCSs 10L INntrın-
eXpressioN 15 Just A figure of speech ıke the edıto- sıcally 1L11CAan “t0 the four wınds”; that 15 merely
ral In 117 the ORD SayS *T et us  D3 TIG A default MeanınNg 1ın modern Englısh ıule the

plan work wıth the angels but merely 4A5 tradıtiıonal teachıng. Being scattered 1ın A number
A play 0)8! words make ın of the people’s fraıl Ot Old Testament LENXNTS speaks of how Israel 111
plans O0 WeEeVer MmMajJestic IT W JS in theır EVES. - be conquered and captured bYy other Nati1Oons Deu-
Regardless, the pomnt of 15 that the LORD'’S CC FONOMYV 4:2/; 28:64; Jeremıuah Q 15° Ezekıel
solution the problem ( 3: SIN of Shınar 15 Creafe 1:16 er al;) “()ver the face of the earth land MaYy
misunderstandıng and [O contfuse theır COI alternatıvely Pict_urc being dragged AWUAY COVCT the
nıcation. 16 be observed that nothing 15 sa1d ground DV A foreign rather than sphıtting Uup
specıfically about the creation Ör 1CW languages. and travelling in dırecti10ns.
Ihat 15 possıble Jogıcal deduction make, ut

the only TIG Ihe PesSt of the DaASSAYC only SaVS
that somethıing happened bring urban sprawl Conclusıon and applıcatıon

“Babel” OC€Ss 10 FA “CONLUSCC - 1T Just soundshalt and that the people scattered (8 Ib)
As A result the place W as ridiıculed 4A5 “Rabel” (a 1ke the word that has that meanıng. he Israelites

between Babylon, babel. and Hebrew balal could HCIE M1SS thıs opportunıty take A P()t shot
“t0 MIX L1P))) because of theır inabıilıty COI A{ the Babylonıuans. Parts of the STOFY ATIC

ıntended 4A5 humorous and heurı1ist1ic and overallnıcate (93) IThe author edıtor 15 wrıting after
the r1se of Babylon OTr maybe Neo-Babylon promote holıiness DY eNCOUrASINS the readers
1ın order poke fun Al thıs ıdolatrous empıre. The NOT tollow the bad example of these Shıinarıtes.

Grenesı1ıs 14A129 pıcks UD ON Nal and the talestranslates babel AS Babylon. Verse speaks of
confusion and scatterıng throughout the VAN  7795 of Nımrod ® However, 1T could be surmısed that
which agaln INAaYV be taken ın [11Cal al 11:9 W d5S5 added DYy redactor SOM that the orıgınal
the land” (a partıcular reg10N of the Carth, NOLT the SCOLYV W 45 NOLT intentionally related the Org1INs
entire globe) fBabylon. Ihe word al 1S emploved tor

abylon in 10:10 and Babel 1n 11  \O Euther WaV
the STOFY AS5 1L1LO0W NC IT contaıns } inal COIMN-The LORD’S punıshment of these people MECNTLALV 0)8! why the Clty W AS named Bab on

(11:8-9) Babel, 1e because IT W asSs confused (3 Yet the
he punıshment Hits the ecrıme. Gratunutous COI- etymology of Babel (Akkadıan Bab-ılu) 1$ from the
quest W 45 solved by confusıon and the INCapacCcıty Sumerı1an, meanıng gate of the god’ presuma  Y  9

unıf\ 1n order OCCUDY and OPPTICSS. It 136 A sacred TALC AF the end Or the procession
be mıssed that the confusıon of language 15 elated STTGCEF ıIn Babyion: ( XEr the house AT the COp of A

ynı 25 Siınce the STOTCV 15 about whart happened zıggurat W IdS also consıdered A >  DaALC for the gods
ın imıted locatıon, Shınar, the lınguistic confu- eNITANCE INnto the human FEal ) he Babylonıuan
S10N be extended “rhe Ole earth” ut and later the Assyrıan empıres WEIC known tor
only the CC  whole reg10N”. Ihe erb used OCcs NOT theır cruel LreaLm! of those conquered and CAaD
indıcate that AL that time God dıvıded these people tured. he mentıion of 11C language 1n the land
Into dıfferent languages, only that they WEeEIC TC1- lıkely hearkens back LO A peri0d when partıcular
dered unable understand each other enough lıngua anca lıke Sumerı1an Babylonıuan W 4S ın
continue cooperatıng and constructing.“” Only DYy torce (41 ] Ihe reg10Nn of Shınar W Aas dıscovered,
presupposıtion and Jump 1ın logı1C C Al these words perhaps invaded, and ınhabıted and 1-
be extended ITGa that languages tually A brick CIty (Babel, typıcal of Mesopota-
WEeTrec supernaturally created. Something happened M13) W AS built wıth S zıggurat AS A central [EatUure,
that led mMiscoOMMUNICAtION and chaos and 11- meanıng the gods WEIC called uUpON for Assıstance
tually these people being deported dıspersed. a)ut the people’s motiıves WT NOLTL
Ihe HNarratar presents the LORD AS5 dırectly punısh- Ihey built A fortress IN sought the chieft deıty's
Ing them ut the Old lestament mındset W dS$ such help ın order establısh A Herce reputatiıon that
that ıf they WEeEeTIC conquered and taken Captıve, 110 other natıon would defeat and disperse them
the LORD would be AS5 orchestrating the CMVEeNIS 11:4b). So the LORD WAaSs concerned about what
of hIStOrYy. So the wording would be the they WCIC domg (1 k:3 he W dsSs orried about the
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potential problems ıf theır unıhned (mıilı- Pseudepigrapha (London: Darton: Longman aınd
Farıstic and lInNguUIStIC) unchecked (1426 Todd, Josephus Antıquities F transl
He orchestrated EVENTS that t CV became SE Thackeray (London: SPCK: K9SU) For
fused; through MIsCcCOMMUNICATION and chaos theır rabbıinıc VIEWS, Commentarıes 0 the Pentateuch, ed

Gar (New York arper and Row, 39unıty W AS weakened As result they Westermann, GENESLS TT (Neukırchen-Vluyn:detfeated and theır empıre buuldıng Ceased: they Neukıirchener Verlag, /34; G} Wenham,Cr deported and dragged another reg1on GENESIS 1505 Word Bıblical Commentary; CC}Captıves (11°8 Epulogue: hıs 15 whvy the C1ty Or ‚OO0ks, 245:; V.P Hamıiılton, The Book
W 15 named Babyl[on ]: because the AA under 1fs of Genesis ApteErs S57 G  d Rapıds: kerdmans,contro| became confused, mıred down 1ın M1SCOM- 3506; aınd OMEIS. ıIn addıtion the famous
MunıCatıoN, and the LORD used another natıon pamtıng by Pıeter Brueghel  b (whıch has probably
hıs instrument bring Judgment and C[O SCALTETr infiuenced popular belıef [1) than the Bıble OTr

thıs (MICE proud ınd powerful ut LOO proud and ALLY Dook, CXCCDL Bıble books for chıldren, ecture
ınd 15 lıkely CqUAleE by fundamentalıst sermoOns).powerful people who violently mısused theır PrIV1- See Iheodore Fliebert. “ He lower of aındleged posıtion.

Whart then 15 the value of thıs tor the modern the Orıgın of the World’s Cultures”, Journal of Bıbılı-
cal Literature 126:1 2007) 29 cıtıng James Kugel,reader? It 1S Al example of 11 of the domiınant “Ihe Jlower of Babel” 1 Tradıtions of the Bıblethemes of the (Old Jlestament: G0d’s repeated Judg- guude LO the Bıble (AS it WAS AL the STAVT of the ( ommonof those who ACT violently and abuse Era Cambrıidge, Harvard Universıity Press,he 1sSsuE 1S 101 the ut the of Babel 1998 F08RITAE) (for A FEVIEW of early interpreters);he narratıve in Genesıis 11:1-9 O1VES CVEIY indıca- eOdore Hıebert, “ T ’he lower of Babel Babbile
Blueprint? Calvın, Cul Dıversıitv, aınd the Inter-t10N that the problem W aS 10L votıve (rel1@10US) S]}

volıtıonal (refusal mıgrate) ut violence (a ‚Ö pretation of Genesı1ıs LL 429° ın Wallace M Alston,
tatıon buuilt ONy rea] and perce1ved). Jr. and iıchae er (eds.); ONME heology:

Identity and Ecumenaicıty, »ol. (forthcomiıing), tor
FEVIEW of interpretations untıl the present. Wes-Dr Marlowe teaches AT the Evangelıcal heo- Cermann, PNESLS F-IT: /19-721. W agalnstlogıcal Faculty 1n Feuven. Belgium. interpretation that focuses ON partıcular place

o  ? veLr 31sS0 tradıtıonally SayS theır SIN W ASs OrC-
Notes theır WUAY Into GO0d’s PICSCNCC.

Besıdes Harland’s approach (see OTtfe Hıebert
RJ Harland, “ Vertical Horıizontal: Ihe Sın of has propose: that thıs STOFV 15 ıbout the tension
Babel”. Vetus Testamentumı1 48 1998) 515 Luther between cultural solıdarıty aınd dıversıty (cultur:also thought that 15 chapter 11} O€es NOT iındı- inJustice). See Hıebert, lower of and Orıgin  e
A Clearly whereın the S1INS of the buılders of the of (ultüres”, 29-5 He ArgUuCSs that eNeSsS1ISs 1A19
Tower of Babel consısted.” Jaroslav Pelıkan (ed.) has 1O focus ON prıde aınd punıshment but exclu-
Luther’”s Orks, 0l Lectures GENESLS Chapters sıvely explaıns why the world has dıversıty of cul-
6-14 (St Louıs: Concordıa, 1960 2210 tures
See Andrew Louth kCd.), Äncıent Chrıistian ( OomMm- has been suggested that Jesus had the Jlower
VY SCripture: GENeSsSiS \ (Downers Grove: of Babel In mınd when he taught hıs dıscıples about
IVE 66-1 cıtıng Fathers ”UVCH CoUuNtINg the °OST of dıscıpleship. He old hıs dıscı-

New Translatıon ( Washington, Catholıc ples the parables of the tOWwWwer buılder and the kıngUniversıity of America Press. -4 gO1INS Wr Luke 14:25-33), 1C interestingly48 /D: 6/:606-67/; PAeS 1358- p39: 2-2 combınes St0['y of bulldıng of ([OWer wıth ONC
/-1  5 Pseudo Dionysius, The Omplete Works,
ransl Lubheid er (Mahwah, N.J Paulıst

about wartfare. See Peter Jarvıs, "Expoundıing
the Parables Ihe Tower-builders and the KıngPress, 282 and US Chrıistianorum. SErV1ESs Going War (Luke 14:25-33)”, E.XDOSLILOTY Times

Latına ( Iurnhout: Brepols, 3-) J: 196-198
John Skınner, Genesis, 2nd ed (ACE: ınburgh: Jacques Ellul DAaVC A brillıant treatıir of the INCAN-

Ar © 226 ıng of such CIty ın the ancıent WOT. He SpOKeerhar: Rad, GENESIS, IC V. edıtıon (  ıladel- Or the ınevıtabilıty of the CItY, due the motıves
phıa Westmuinster Press, 149 for ıts creation, neecding the “"Country “5 For :elated lıterature SCC u  CS 10:18 aınd Sıb- ınd of Ifs IICCCSSG.I‘Y spırıtual W for g00dyllıne Oracles 5: 100 ıIn Charlesworth, Old evıl. Nımrod accomplıshed hıs “hunting” of MCN
Testament Pseudepigrapha (London: Darton, through  &> CIty buuldıng. In the SAaIlTYT COMTEXT: of the
Longman and lodd, and Old Testament buuldıng of Babylon In Shınar in Genesi1ıs 15 also
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the reference Nıneveh 1in Assvrıa (also DU bv 1T vould ufhce SAaV ECVEIVONC spoke ONC (O
ımr According Nahum - Nıneveh W 15 the Sal —— ““ langu .2  ıge Whv ıd the cCOomMMen ıbout

CICEV of falsehood, violence ınd plunder. 31S N the words  7‘).> lo Sa y ONC anguage ınd A ch ıred VOC ıb-
legaCcy of CICV bulldıng 1n human hıstory. Jacques ulary' redundant unless ıpposıtionally COr

Ellul, The Meanıng of the Caty Exeter Paternoster, explıcıt PESTATEIHGCHE IET th ıL ch ıred vocabu-
1997, rCDrL. ed a DE Jary S f then Hebrew does POSSCSS SOMI1C redun-
Some tradıtiıon 1} VICWS ON the Natfure of the SIM dant fe ıCuUres Regardless of what CX ıctlv 111C ınTt

regard the NOT Zlgglll".lt but A SICSC COr the phr 1SC ınd the CONFEXT (see COMMENTS ON

watch ower S g UVehlinger Weltreich und 14 ıbove) SCCTH place the event histor1ıc ully ıL
“PINE Rede” Fıne NEUE Deutung der SOGENNANTEN Tur- POINT when lınguistic and dialectical chb h ıd
auerzahlung (Gen 14 9) (GOöttingen Vanden-

Hamıilton,
ılre ıdy Occurred

hoeck Ruprecht 236 5()3 513 GENESIS, 350-S51, NOTES 7 CIUNS
5234 536 who Ir UCS 1gauNst the emple ıde ınd SIN 11} artıcles aınd chapters DV Gordon,
of rel1g1001s prıde ındıc 1t1ng the S1171 W 4S 80 especıally E bla Background tor the Old lesta-

ment”ıL WOTF. domın 1LT10N VUehlinger IND 11CS the lan- ‚ CONgress Volume. Jerusalem, 1980, VISup
of WOFr domın ıL1ON ound 1 Assvrıan rhet- Leıiden Briüull 295 He ılso CIEES 1A1l ATeUL-

0)8 specıfic ally INSCFT1IPLLONS de ılıng wıth the faılure NeNT that thıs language W ASs Sumer1ı1an ınd the SCAT-
of Sargon I1 111 CONQUECNMMNE the known WOT T1 LE Nng Iınked the Ur 111 per10d i DeWıtt

saıd OT be the 1S5S511C tor (Gienes1is 2 but priıde Hıstorical Background of enes1ıs 11
be MOST certamlv ınvolved whether people Babel Ur>” Journal of the Evangelıca T heological

A1C TY! rıval G0d 1L OVCTI tellow humans OCLE: DA (19/9) 15
See Harland “Vertical Horıizontal 518 CIM E Gordon Wenham Sllgg€$t$ hendıiadvs here Pn N CICYV
Uehlinger Empıre buldıng ınterpretation W 45 tower ”?) which takes the CIEV OUT of the PIıCTUre
also promoted 111 Sever1ıno Cro.AttO. A Ke:adıng of unless IT owered CıIty A ı ut CILYV PIC-
the StOrVvV of the lower of 306 from A Perspective SUDDOSCS C1  A the fOocus ON the tOWer
of Non-Identitv” 11 Fbernando Segovıa ınd Marv PCI WC st1il have ısk 1CS f the 1{ ıder
Ann Tolbert (eds.); leaching the Bıble The I Iıs- does NOT know aıbout 21gg'urats 8 reasonable
LOUTSES and Polıtıcs Bıblıcal Pedagogy (M ırvknoll conclude thıs watch [OWEeTr As A rel1-

15 OO0 205 27253 Others explaın SI0US SIrLCLLFreE however 1T could stll alı A warfare
Ihe S1fUaLiON far the SOCS wouldthe S1112 sOoc1a]| INJUSLICE Steve eiımer

Jlower of An Archaeologically Intormed have been used for INVIONS the gxods blessings ON

Keinterpretation Directuon 257 AD theır battles Ihe of A ZI99Uu rat could 111 110

Ernest en Ihe lower of Revısıted WUaV have enraged the gxods The LORD would have
Reconstructzonast CZ ]‘.111 25 29 COMPDUAICS been LIPSCt DV dolatry but these 11C NOLT Hebrews
the lower StOrV loss of Jobs for ASA 11- aınd the texXTt does NOT describe the problem thıs

of theır gran! schemes ınd abiılıties WaV. Ihe S1111 would have be somethıng that W 4S

U&ach the skıes ınd asks tor sOcC11] solutions for those unıversallv viewed sınftul ıke or atuıtous violence
Wenham Genesis 1 239unemployed.

Ephrem the Syrian orn 5306) suggested Luther Spoke of medieval tolklore that placed the
that after confusıon SCLT 1 Wr erupte ]111 whıch lower ıf LLLLIC miles hıgh Pelıkan Luther”s OWVRS
Nımrod W as VICLOT101ULLS He then scattered the Da

43 Therefore ale DeWiıtt could confidentlv “Itpopulatıon of the CI ınd SECT hımself up kıng
of Babvlon See Ou Ancıent Chrıstian ( ommen- COINMMLONMN knowledge LO W that the LOWeTr the
Z'fl7’_‘)' 166 187 Z1 gurat of the lower Jıgrıs kEuphrates basın See
T  Y% Muraoka Hebrew aınd Semitics professor DeWiıtt IThe Hıstorical Background 15 In the
CM  15 of ] eıden Unıversıty) suggested the 111Ca11- Archaeologica UANY (Grand Rapıds nder-
INg .  one dıialect” tor the phrase P I Ihe Van 1T SAa yS regardıng, eNesIs 1L}
eNtıVrs Stater MN ı 1W 519  A  C CN1S- “Ancıent C1IC1ES WEEIC domınated DV A temple Omll-
Matıc ıllustrated by the d 1T - plex iıncludıng LOWer Zıggurats WEIC dedıicated
lated and interpreted Perhaps the CONNECLIVE WAaW partıcul deıtıes ear desıgn made 1T CONVCI1-

NOT CONJUNCLLIVEC syntactıcallv (“md also””) but for A rod COMNIC down hıs temple VC

explicatıve ET espec1ally”) pleonastıc (stylıstıc) worshıp from hıs people and ESsS them On sacred
111 the INCIENT WOr SE Hurowiıtz HaveOSS1DIV the [WO clauses AIC ıpposıtional “that lS”)

Ihıs could be A hendıiadvs It sounds redund ınte Bault You AN Exalted House JSOLT Sup 115 (Shef-
SaV ON  M anguage and specch‘ ıf dıf- Hheld Shefheld Academıiıc Press DeWıtt
ferent thıngs ATC MECANLTL unless Muraoka rıght plausıbly ATrSZUCS that the date of the lower even!
about the latter being dıalect I% the po1nt 117 H1S-

Ur the end of the Sumer1an ciıyılızatıon Ca 196()
best related the fall of the Ihırd Dynasty of

COrV when only OTE anguage W 4S being used
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B He CONNECCTS the dıiyvıisıon of languages ın Gen- L tradıtıional interpretation that 15 Ne by those who
S1S } wıth the time of Pelex  e when the earth W US ‘.‘lCCCP[ thıs TE XT hıstorıcal and dıvinely authorita-

t1ve.dıvıiıded © c$ LL DeWıtt 10:138 S1167 ]).
Hıs defence otf the of eNeS1ISs 1 A emple The verb used tor Cscatter” 117 1:4b (719) 15 siımılar
unıting Heaven and earth 15 1ASeC\ maınly ON the but 210 the AInc that ftound ın 9:19. where

Oah’s SO11S5 ATC mentioned those whose descend-wordıing of 11:4 (mentionıng the heavens) for
whıch he inds arallels ın ancıent Mesopotamıan AaNts NCIC scattered (7BD3) OVCTLI the “earth  22

which speak of zıg gurats temples ar 20 People’s priıde aınd pursult ofW inevıtably ead
between Heaven aınd earth (DeWiıtt, 1stor1- battles between CIties tor MMIOTC prestige. Ihıs SUl-

ally ends ın the deteated populatıon being dıspersed] Background”, 21) However, these T[EXTS USCc the
Iecrm “house” NOT StOWer. although structurally deported (scattered ınd enslaved). G0od lows
these temples WEIC Often seven-stepped yramıds of thıs contınue the natural CONSCHLICHCC of aınd
C: () feet | 10 metres | hıgh. Extant [OWEeTS FANSC punıshment tor Sratutous violence agalnst ne1gh-

bours. Interestingly A Purıiıtan COMMECNLALOTr speak-from 6() 200 feet pc‚r sıde. See n ton,
AÄAncıent Near Fastern 1T hought and the Old Testament Ing of Nımrod saıd “BYy hunter here 15 OLT

(Nottingham: Apollos, 119 hunter of beasts, but aunter ofmen.” See 1l111am
Andre DParrot concluded, zıggurat W aSs CC  a ON Whatelv, Prototypes OT, the Primarıe Precedent Presi-

dents Booke of Genesis (London: Edvvard Lang-of Uun10Nn, whose WAS ASSUTEC cCcOomMMmMuUNICA-
t1on between earth and heaven”; therefore, “g1ant ham, Luther saı1d about VEISC that
step-ladder DV of whiıch A Al INay ascend descendants of Ham had iınvaded the reg10N

Car possible the sky”. Such A} definıtiıon ON of Shem. Because thevy WEeETC ınclıned towards des-
the surface S alıgn ell wıth the words of potısm, they had desıre NOT only drıve OUT the
Genesı1ıs 11:412 SeeCarro The Tower of Babel, escendants of hem but 21soO establısh | as Satan
Studies In Bıblıcal Archaeology (New York O- does LICW OovernmenNt aınd church.” See
sophıcal Lıbrary, © an, Luther’s OVRS, 219 CH e The Mean-

15 See IntTer alıa ohn ton, “ C he Mesopotamıan ıng of the Ci1ty, 10-13, who makes A for “hunter
Background of the lower of ınd Its Implıica- before the TORD- meanıng “plunderer” “cOn-
t10NS”, Bulletin fOr 1011CA: Research (1995) 155- queror”. would ıdd that the parallel wıth “mighty
I alton, AÄAncıent Near Fastern T hougaht, 1 warrıior” thıs A milıtary Statement, OT

Luther W AS ınÄuenced by such wordıing, Maln y (MIE about huntıng SCUNC., E llul speaks of thıs reflect-
St1 AT He concluded It WASs place of worshıp ıng the establiıshment of the first milıtary empıres
See Pelıkan, TLuther”s Works, Da DI R He May have by ONC whom God knows aıbout but who O€es
been ınfiuenced DYy the ulgate, WCIC the NOT know God dıd Moses (Ellul, City, 1-1
translators. Ihe Vulgate ın VETSC reads PI dixerunt eıng “before the LORD  29 15 hegatıve A1SSESSMECNLT

venıte facıamus nobıs Ciiıtatem DE CULUS (ulmen in thıs Ihe CIty 15 CENTITE from whıich War

pertingat ad caelum Br celebremus NOSTUM 15 wage Ellul, City, 135) Josephus “ Ihey
ANTEQUAM diridamur In UNIWWEVSAS LEYVAS they WEeETIC ıncıted LO thıs ınsolent contempt of God by
saıd: Come, let Uls make CIty nd A o  n the t0p Nebrodes 11 tor Nımrod , grandson of
whereof reach heaven: ınd let uSs make OLUTL Ham the SO of Noah, Al audacıous al of doughty
NManıc famous before WC be scattered ıbroad Into vigour. He persuaded them attrıbute theır PIOS-

The Holy Bıble Translate: from the Latın perıty NOT God but theır OWIN valour, aınd ıttle
Vulgate, Douay-Rheims | New York Edward Dunıi1- by hlıttle transformed the of affaırs 1Into A ÜYI®
gan,  I emphasıs added). Y oldıng that the only WaY detach MCN from

17 (F KJV punctuation: “Go C  ' let USs build UılSs C1ty the tear of God Was by makıng them continuously
and A :6)  ä whose COpP ILAY reach UuntLOo heaven; and dependent upDON hıs OWI1 power.” Josephus, Äntıaq-
let USs make Uls NaAMC, est WC be scattered aAbroad NLLLES IV, transl Thackeray,

the face of the whole CaAMn..: and RSV: 23 'IThe Sumer1ans worshıped Anu (meanıng "Sky  J OT

COM eE: let USs 5uld ourselves A CILY, aınd A “necaven/S) the chıef deıty. Ellul refers the
wıth ıts t0p ın the heavens, ınd let us make A Mallc dıstance between the ORD and Nımrod, who W AS

tfor ourselves; otherwıse WC chal] be scattered aıbroad “before the LORD  2 (Genesı1s 10:9: RC Ellul, Mean-
UDON the face of the whole arth.” INg of the Caly, 1-1 He LORD WAaSs NOT Ssancti1on-

I alternatıve approach 1$ a(011 WOLTLY aıbout such ng Nımrod’s PIOWCSS, rather Nımrod W d separated
inconsıstencıEeSs (€ only ONC language and (DIIC ST from the LORD wh part of hıs OMNISCIENCE.
vocabulary but VAarl1Ous hat1ons) and ıdmıt that In Gen 10:8 he 15 called A SOn of uSs. (a of
the STOTFYV 1$ A Ne1 teach A Vallı lesson, NOT Ham ın VOTSC but in Mıcah 56 he 15 Assyrıan.
valıdate hıstorıcal detaıls ut the presupposıtion of Ellul, Meanıng Caty,
thıs study 15 understand that hıstorıical even:t 15 Likewise such A StTAatement ın enes1is 1:26 15 prob-
behind they aınd Its intention 15 ınteract wıth ably Just lıterary conventıon aınd nothıing theologı-
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cl ShOou be taken from It W IThe STOFCV cshows thev had 110 problem wıth
25 wıdely accepted chı1asm of (Gienes1is 11449 makes migration ınd reproduction. And nothıng indıcates

A parallel between “had ONC anguag  29 (b; that God WASs ANSIV about the tOower PCI but
and “rche ORD confused the language” (D 11:9B5). rather about the mMotıves behind the CItY. Ihe
N1S would that the ONC anguage WAS O1- W 15 evidence that they sought G0d but the Jen
1Se'\ OT dıyıded Ka  S C Okkelman, Nar- Commandments had establıshed resolution
Yatıve In GENESLS Assen Van Gorcum, Nat A rıght relatıonshıp wıth hım W 45 related
AL In thıs ch1asm the GEHNLTE pomt clımax, for rıg t relatıonshıp wıth humanıty. Jesus summed Uupwhich there 15 110 correspondıng lıne, 15 Z LORD
E  ( down  2 (g 11:53) the Old Testament ınd Ifs [WO QrCatest commands

26 OVE G0d aınd VOUFTF ne1ighbour yourself (LukeWenham’s VICW 15 that that 1L explaıns the ( John 4:20, “ ANVONC SayS, . OVEedıversıity aınd dıspersion of chapter 10, but he does
NOT t1e It specıfically 1Mro| See Wenham, od’, vet hates hıs brother, he 1S A har. For ANVONC
GENESLS TETS DE TD MY roposal 15 31so that P who does NOT love hıs brother, whom he has n

CATiHC love God, whom he has NOT seen.”explaıns but 1ın ferms ofhow the dıversity of
trıbes aınd However, the VIEW that SV 535 ın Koehler ıN! Baumgartner (eds.) ebrenw
violence 15 the SIN of does NOT depend ON and Aramaic Lexıcon of the Old Testament ACccord-

al Bıble Version). Davıd Miırchell, ((CG d Wiıllhow the anguage of verse 15 understood. Whether
of l0T 11 IS fıts chronologically before chapter Redeem My OL from Sheo|l° Ihe DPsalms of the

Carıy ın Ie. the attem make A 1Aamne 15 [CASON- Sons of orah”, Journal for the UON Old Testa-
MENT 5() 3/35 50, NOTES the der1sory Naıa}  V defined DYy the narratıve ın Ifs immedi1ate aınd

Old Testament CONTEXT, NOT attackıng God of the translatıon of Babe!l (“Gate of ın Ara-
avo1ldıng mi1gration, but prıde that led an abuse of Ma1c)

The al of Jesus Christ
Exegetical, Biıblical an Theological Studies
te DYy Michael Bırd aınd Preston Sprinkle

he Faıth of Jesus Chryıst FCPTFESCHLS 288! attcmpt [O grapple wıth of the perplexing problems 1n
Paulıne studıes, namely that otf the phrase pastıs chrıstou. Issues of consıderable theological ımport hınge ()I1
how interpret 1T OCSs IT “taıcrh 1n Chrıst‘ 0)8 °the taıtcthfulness of Chrıist’?). Ihe tOPIC 15 L1O0W well
rehearsed 1ın CONTCEMPOTACV scholarshıp and thıs volume cheds L1CW lıght (JI1 the question DV presenting
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